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REMARKS 

Favorable reconsideration and allowance of the present application is 
respectfully requested. 

Claims 39-77 are currently pending in the present application, including 
independent claims 39, 56, and 69. Independent claim 39, for instance, is directed to a 
wound or stacked paper product that comprises a first layer positioned to adjacent to a 
second layer. The first and second layers are formed from at least one paper web that 
contains a surface that defines ridges and valleys. Bridging regions are formed into the 
surface of the paper web that have a length sufficient to extend between the peaks of at 
least two of the ridges and a length-to-depth ratio of from about 5:1 to about 40:1 . The 
bridging regions at least partially obstruct the ridges and valleys of the first layer from 
mating with the ridges and valleys of the second layer to inhibit nesting. 

In the Office Action, the drawings were objected to under 37 C.F.R. §1 .83. In 
response, Fig. 1 and the specification have been amended herewith. It is believed that 
no new matter is introduced by these amendments. In addition, original claims 1 , 3-4, 9, 
20, 26, and 35 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite. Without commenting on the propriety of this rejection, it is believed that the 
new claims presented herewith satisfy all of the requirements of §1 12. 

Furthermore, original independent claims 1 , 20, and 35 were rejected under 35 
U.S.C. §102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,348,131 to Kershaw, et al. 
Kershaw, et al. is directed to embossed absorbent paper products. For instance, 
examples of embossment patterns are shown in Figs. 8a and 8b. The embossments 
are arranged in a plurality of diamond-shaped arrays, repeating over the surface of the 
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sheet. (Col 8, lines 44-56). If desired, multi-ply paper products may be formed using 
the embossed sheets. (Cols 10-1 1 ). 

However, Kershaw, et al. fails to disclose various limitations of the present 
independent claims. For instance, the present inventor has discovered that bridging 
regions (e.g., embossing elements) may be employed to reduce nesting in wound or 
stacked paper products. To optimize the effect on the resulting paper product, the 
bridging regions are selected to have a certain size, shape, pattern, etc. Independent 
claims 39, 56, and 69, for instance, require that the bridging regions have a length-to- 
depth ratio of from about 5:1 to about 40:1 . Such a length-to-depth ratio is particularly 
selected to reduce nesting in the resulting paper product. 

Kershaw, et al. fails to recognize that bridging regions may be selectively 
employed to reduce nesting in a wound or stacked paper product. Consequently, 
Kershaw, et al. fails to disclose the length-to-depth ratio required in claims 39, 56, and 
69. For instance, Kershaw, et al. indicates that the design elements have an emboss 
depth of from about 15 mils (0.015 inches) to about 30 mils (0.030 inches). (Col 12, 
lines 26-30). Kershaw, et al. does not appear to give any actual values for length, but 
does indicate in one instance that the individual embossments of the sheet In Figs. 8a 
and 8b have a width of about 1 millimeter and an aspect ratio (length / width) of about 
1 .5. (Col 9, lines 55-63). From this data, the calculated length is 1 .5 millimeters, which 
is equal to about 59 mils. Thus, in this instance, the length-to-depth ratio of Kershaw, et 
aL would range from 1.97:1 (59 mils / 30 mils) to 3.93:1 (59 mils / 15 mils). This is 
clearly outside the range required by claims 39, 56, and 69, i.e., from about 5:1 to about 
40:1 . 
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Applicant notes that the distinction discussed above is merely representative of 
the underlying failure of Kershaw, et al. to disclose the overall combination of limitations 
required by independent claims 39, 56, and 69. Specifically, the embossing elements of 
Kershaw, et al. are primarily used for design purposes, with the only mention of nesting 
whatsoever relating to the binding of two or more paper plies together. (Col 1 1 , lines 
10-28). The present claims, on the other hand, are designed to reduced nesting in a 
final wound or stacked paper product. Thus, for instance, the present claims are not 
specifically intended to reduce nesting between bound plies, but instead are more 
particularly intended to reduce nesting after the plies are wound up or stacked to form 
the final product. Kershaw, et al. fails to contemplate the configuration of the bridging 
regions required to best fulfill the intended purpose of the present claims. Thus, for at 
least for the reasons set forth above, Applicant respectfully submits that independent 
claims 39, 56, and 69 patentably define over Kershaw, et al. 

For at least the reasons indicated above relating to corresponding independent 
claims 39, 56, and 69, dependent claims 40-55, 57-68, and 70-77 patentably define 
over the reference cited. However, Applicant also notes that the patentability of 
dependent claims 40-55, 57-68, and 70-77 certainly does not hinge on the patentability 
of independent claims 39, 56, and 69. In particular, it is believed that some or all of 
these claims may possess features that are independently patentable, regardless of the 
patentably of claims 39, 56, and 69. 

As such, for at least the reasons set forth above, Applicant respectfully submits 
that the present claims patentably define over all of the prior art of record. It is believed 
that the present application is in complete condition for allowance and favorable action, 
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therefore, is respectfully requested. Examiner Halpern is invited and encouraged to 
telephone the undersigned, however, should any issues remain after consideration of 
this response. 

Please charge any additional fees required by this Amendment to Deposit 
Account No. 04-1403. 

Respectfully requested, 
DORITY & MANNING, P.A. 




Jason W. [Johnston 
Registration No. 45,675 

DORITY & MANNING, P.A. 
P. O. Box 1449 
Greenville, SC 29602-1449 
Phone: (864)271-1592 



Date: 



$jz/o^> Facsimile: (864)233-7342 



M»V a 8 2003 

RECEIVED 
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